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7.0  PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT AND AGENCY
COORDINATION
7.1 Public Involvement Plan
At the onset of the project in March 2003, a public involvement plan (PIP) was
developed to ensure adequate public involvement would be conducted pursuant to the
NEPA process.  This plan outlined the types of public involvement that would be
conducted and the methods to be utilized to implement the plan.  This chapter
addresses the types of public involvement conducted as of the date of this FEIS.
Information associated with future public involvement is referenced in Section 6.3 of
this FEIS.

7.2 Notice of Intent
Notices  of  Intent  (NOI)  to  prepare  an  EIS  pursuant  to  NEPA  relative  to  the
construction of SIU 1 and SIU 2 of proposed I-49 South were published in the
Federal Register on April 7, 2003.  A summary of the project along with contact
information for FHWA and DOTD was provided.
Upon  the  DOTD’s  decision  to  combine  the  SIU’s  into  a  single  EIS,  an  NOI  was
published on March 3, 2006, announcing this decision. A summary of the project
along  with  contact  information  for  FHWA  and  DOTD  was  provided.   The  NOI  of
March 3, 2006, which references those of April 7, 2003, is found in Appendix 7-A.

7.3 DOTD Solicitation of Views
A formal Solicitation of Views (SOV) letter was sent on April 2, 2003, for SIU 1 and
on April 4, 2003, for SIU 2 to federal and state agencies, non-profit and community
organizations, and individuals with an interest in the project.  It was determined by
FHWA that no SOV letter was required following the NOI of March 3, 2006.  Copies
of the SOV letters and the list of recipients are contained in Appendix 7-B. The SOV
letter provided a project summary, project study area map, and contact information
for  the  DOTD and the  consultants.   Letters  received  in  response  to  the  SOV are  in
Appendix 7-C.

7.4 Public Information Meetings
In accordance with the PIP, during the development of this FEIS, three rounds of
public information meetings were conducted in each affected local government
jurisdiction, Lafourche, St. Charles and Jefferson Parishes, for each SIU.

The first round of these meetings was held on April 15, 2003 in Lafourche, April 16
and April 22, 2003, in St. Charles, and April 29, 2003 in Jefferson.  This round of
meetings was designed to provide the public with a general overview of the NEPA
process, to introduce the concepts of the proposed I-49 South SIU 1 and SIU 2, and to
obtain  input  from  the  public  on  potential  alignments.   The  presentation  and  the
comments received during the first round of public information meetings and during
the scoping meetings were incorporated into a report for each SIU entitled Scoping
Process dated June 2003.
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A second round of public information meetings was held on November 6, 2003 in
Lafourche, November 4 and 11, 2003, in St. Charles, and November 19, 2003, in
Jefferson.  Proposed alignment Alternatives were presented for public review and
comment at these meetings.  Verbal comments recorded at the meetings, e-mailed
comments,  and  other  written  comments  were  received  either  at  each  of  the  public
meetings or during the ten-day comment period that followed.  All comments for and
against each alternative alignment were summarized during the continued analysis of
alternative alignments.  A report for each SIU was prepared summarizing the public
information meetings and listing the comments.  These reports, entitled Public
Information Meetings Round 2, were completed in December 2003.

A third round of public information meetings for each SIU was held to present and
discuss the build alternatives proposed for study in this DEIS.  Meetings were held on
May 18, 2004, in Lafourche, May 20 and August 17, 2004, in St. Charles, and August
19, 2004, in Jefferson.  The presentation included a summary of impacts to the natural
and built environment and estimates of additional required ROW.  Also discussed
were the reasons why formerly presented alternatives had been eliminated.  Potential
interchanges with I-310 and connections between the SIUs were presented at these
meetings for the first time showing how the proposed alternatives for each SIU could
connect to one another.  Public attendance and response to the alternatives presented
was high.  Once again, reports for each SIU were prepared entitled Public
Information Meetings Round 3 in June and September 2004.
On November 16, 2006, an additional public information meeting was held to provide
the  public  with  project  information  that  reflects  the  combining  of  the  SIU’s  into  a
single  EIS  and  the  decision  to  provide  for  a  fully  elevated  mainline  throughout  the
project area.  This meeting was held in Jefferson Parish as the determination to fully
elevate the mainline eliminated Alternative 5B in that Parish.  Public notice was
provided in Lafourche and St. Charles Parishes as well.

7.5 Community/Town Hall Meetings
Community and town hall meetings have been held on an as-needed or an as-
requested basis to provide more local community involvement and respond to
community concerns. Table 7-5 lists the community and town hall meetings held for
the project.  Following the first round of public information meetings, informal public
information sessions were held on multiple weekends at project area Wal-Mart stores
located in Mathews and Boutte to ensure that the public was aware of the project.   In
addition to providing general answers to questions, project staff supplied public
information hand-outs and comment forms.  One impromptu session was held at
Bowie Cajun Bar B Q in Raceland in April 2003.  Project informational materials
were left at the area Wal-Marts and Bowie Cajun Bar B Q.
Several St. Charles Parish councilmen organized a town hall meeting that was held in
Paradis in May 6, 2003 to discuss both SIU 1 and SIU 2.  Attendance at this meeting
was high, and many comments were received.  Comments received from the public
during this meeting were used in the development of alternative alignments, some of
which were presented during the second round of public information meetings.
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Additionally, due to the volume of meeting attendees, a large number of interested
citizens were incorporated into the mailing list under development for the project.

In the fall of 2003, booths were set up at the Alligator Festival in St. Charles Parish,
the Sauce Piquante Cook-off in Lafourche Parish and the Gumbo Festival in Bridge
City  to  provide  information  and  to  obtain  comments  and  suggestions  relative  to  the
project.

During the development of the SIU 1 and SIU 2 alternatives, multiple meetings, often
called at the request of the community, were held with churches, landowners,
residents, developers, business owners, and industry representatives from the study
area.  The issues addressed were related to potential takings of commercial buildings
and homes, control of access concerns, farming interests, indirect impacts such as
noise on commercial buildings, property, and residences and the lack of frontage
roads in Lafourche Parish.
The project sponsors arranged a town hall meeting on March 18, 2004 with the
Boutte neighborhood that would be affected by Alternative 3A, then known as
Alternative T in SIU 2, to assure that the residents of this minority neighborhood
were afforded the opportunity to participate in the planning process.  Following that
meeting, three additional meetings were held with this community in spring 2004 to
discuss  the  status  of  the  project.   These  included  a  presentation  of  DOTD’s
Relocation Assistance Program.

On January 22, 2005, subsequent to the selection of Alternatives 3A and 3B for
inclusion in the DEIS, additional meetings were held throughout the day with Boutte
neighborhood residents and other interested parties.  These meetings included:

A general neighborhood meeting;
Homeowners that would be relocated if Alternative 3A were selected;
Residents that would be affected by increased noise in Alternatives 3A or 3B; and
Representatives of the Mt. Airy Baptist Church that is responsible for the cemetery
adjacent to the ROW in Boutte at the end of Alexander Street.

The  project  sponsors  arranged  a  meeting  on  May  14,  2005,  for  the  residents  of
Mosella, primarily minority families, living on Old Spanish Trail (LA 631) along the
BNSF Railroad ROW that would be relocated by Alternative 3A.  This meeting was
intended to inform them that a Preferred Alternative would be included in the SIU 1
DEIS and that they would be relocated if it was implemented.  Representatives of the
DOTD Real Estate Section were present to explain the real estate acquisition and
residential relocation processes.  Many more citizens attended the meeting than were
expected.  They gathered to express general dissatisfaction with any alignment that
entered the populated portions of St. Charles Parish.
On August 2, 2005, residents of St. Charles Parish held a meeting in Mosella at which
the project sponsors explained the alignments included in the SIU 1 DEIS and
received additional comments.

In Jefferson Parish, project sponsors made a presentation and responded to comments
at a special meeting of the City of Westwego, the only incorporated municipality in
the study area, on July 7, 2004.
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Meetings with these communities and others that may be impacted by the Preferred
Alternative will continue through the development of the FEIS.

7.6 Public Officials Meetings
State and local public officials were invited to all scoping and public information
meetings.  Separate meetings also have been held with area governing bodies and
individual local government representatives at the initiation of the project and on an
as-needed, or an as-requested, basis.  The primary purposes of these meetings have
been  to  inform  the  local  governments  of  the  project  as  it  develops  and  to  establish
lines of on-going communication.
Meetings with Lafourche Parish officials have focused on public awareness of the
project, economic development concerns, and the Parish’s request for continuous
frontage roads between the LA 308 interchange and portion of US 90 to remain.
These meetings were held on April 15, 2003; April 14, May 6, and June 29, 2004;
February 23, 2005; and November 9, 2006.

Meetings with St. Charles Parish officials have focused on potential impacts to Boutte
and Luling, development of alternatives that would bypass Boutte and Luling
(specifically former Alternative U), relocation of LA 3060, economic impacts,
selection of the build alternatives, and general project status updates.  These meetings
were held on June 19, August 19, September 3, and October 22, 2003; February 10,
September 7, September 29, October 12, October 14, November 17, November 22,
December 2, and December 3, 2004; February 23, April 13, June 9, June 13, and
August 3, 2005; and November 7, 2006.
Meetings with Jefferson Parish officials and officials of the City of Westwego have
focused  on  the  issues  of  coordination  with  the  Huey  P.  Long  Bridge  widening,  the
interests of the Parish and several land-owners in the different affects that were
represented  by  Alternatives  5A  and  5B,  and  the  shared  concerns  of  the  City  of
Westwego and  the  Parish  as  a  whole  concerning  the  design  and  construction  of  the
Westbank Expressway.  These meetings were held on September 9, 2003, February
19, May 17, and July 14, 2004;March 25, April 15, May 11, and August 1, 2005; and
September 5, September 18, October 3, and October 9, 2006.
These meetings have included local elected and appointed officials and state
legislators in the corridor.  Also, there has been coordination and consultation with
regional and local units of government and agencies including:

In Lafourche Parish, the Parish School Board and the Recreation Department;
In St. Charles Parish, the Parish School Board, the Planning Department; the
Department of Parks and Recreation; Economic Development; and the Coastal
Zone Coordinator;
In Jefferson Parish, the Department of Public Works, and
Two  MPO’s,  the  South  Central  Planning  and  Development  Commission  and  the
New Orleans Regional Planning Commission.  Presentations have been made to
the Regional Planning Commission on March 8, 2004, and May 25, 2004.
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7.7 Regulatory Agency Meetings
7.7.1 Project Scoping Meetings
Prior to the scoping meetings, letters were sent to the USACE, USFWS, USEPA, and
USCG requesting that the agencies function as cooperating agencies for the I-49
South project.  Responses to these letters were not received prior to the first of the
two scoping meetings.  Two agency scoping meetings were held in April 2003 at
DOTD headquarters in Baton Rouge.
The first meeting, held at DOTD on April 14, 2003, provided for introductions of the
project team and agency representatives and an overview of the project including the
two SIU’s.  Discussion and comments resulted in the scheduling of a second meeting.

The second meeting, held on April 30, 2003, focused on obtaining substantive
comments from the agencies and discussion of coordination between the concurrent
NEPA processes for I-49 and the Donaldsonville to the Gulf Hurricane Protection
Levee.

7.7.2 Agency Coordination Meetings
Shortly after the scoping meetings, a meeting was held with the Donaldsonville to the
Gulf project managers, as well as USEPA and other interested agencies at the
USACE, to coordinate the projects. The final outcome of the meeting, after exchange
of letters between FHWA and the USACE, was that due to levee stability concerns,
construction of the levee and new elevated interstate in a shared ROW would not be
feasible.  The development of alternatives for SIU 1 would continue to consider the
potential routing for a new levee, but would not be developed in direct coordination
with it.

Coordination meetings with the agencies continued to be conducted in association
with concurrence on the Purpose and Need, the alternatives analysis and the selection
of alternatives for inclusion in the DEIS in accord with the Streamlining Process.
Individual agencies were met with relative to specific resource impacts.  These
meetings included threatened and endangered species consultations with the USFWS
and LDWF, prime farmland and existence of federally funded projects in the study
area with the NRCS, potential essential fish habitat and impacts to submerged aquatic
vegetation with NOAA Fisheries, scenic stream permitting and avoidance of impact
measures with LDWF, wetlands and overall ecological impact to the watershed with
the USACE and USEPA, and bridge permit and navigational issues with the USCG.
These meetings have been held on April 30, May 9, June 5, September 25, and
December 9, 2003; March 3, June 16, and October 14, 2004; March 15, and May 3,
2005.
On September 28, 2006, pursuant to a Coordination Meeting and the Streamlining
Process, the Preferred Alternative in the combined DEIS received concurrence.
On July 25, 2007, pursuant to a coordination meeting and the Streamlining process,
the Selected Alternative included in this FEIS was designated.
Agency  consultations  will  continue  until  the  NEPA  process  is  concluded,  and  a
Record of Decision (ROD) is issued.
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7.8 Newsletters
The PIP calls for development of four newsletters for each SIU to coordinate with the
public information meetings and Public Hearings as discussed below:

The  first  newsletters,  one  edition  for  each  SIU,  were  distributed  in  the  early
summer 2003.  These announced the project and provided an overview of the
NEPA process and the anticipated project schedule.
The second newsletters, again one for each SIU, were released in early fall 2003 to
announce the dates of the second round of public meetings, held in November of
that year. The second newsletters were sent to all postal addresses in the respective
SIU study areas to assure a good turnout at the second round of meetings. This
newsletter provided an update on the development of alternatives and announced
public information booths that would be available at fall festivals.
In April 2004 for SIU 1 and in August 2004 for SIU 2, the third newsletters were
released to announce the meeting dates of the third round of public meetings. The
focus of these was to discuss the alternatives to be presented after the comments
received at the second meeting.
In August 2005 a fourth newsletter was distributed for SIU 1 to announce the
availability of the DEIS, the comment period, and the scheduled Public Hearing.

7.9 1-49 South Web Page
The I-49 South web page developed for other sections of the highway was modified
and upgraded to add SIU 1 and SIU 2 information without eliminating the data
regarding other sections of the highway.  The public can access the web page at
www.i49south.org to obtain project information, register to be on the mailing list,
provide comments, and view general and focus maps.  The I-49 South web page will
remain available at least until this project has received a Record of Decision (ROD).

7.10 Section 7 Consultation Correspondence
Informal consultation with the USFWS and the LDWF was initiated upon discovery
of the bald eagle in the study area and in the vicinity of proposed alternatives.  Letters
indicating the presence of threatened or endangered species in the project area are
contained in Appendix 4-G.  Refinement of the alternative alignments was conducted
in consultation with these agencies to ensure that the build alternatives selected would
be the least damaging to bald eagles in the project area.  Alternative 2A has the
potential to adversely affect the bald eagle.  If Alternative 2A had been selected after
publication of the combined DEIS, a formal Section 7 consultation would have been
required.  Future requirements for consultation are discussed in Chapter 6 of this
FEIS.

7.11  Section 106 Consultation Correspondence
A Phase I Cultural Resources Survey was prepared for each SIU and has been
provided to the SHPO. Comments were received and are being addressed.  In
addition, the development of Alternative 1B requires additional field investigation
which has been deferred because of conflict with the sugar cane harvest.  Upon
completion of this investigation and revision of the Cultural Resource Survey, another

http://www.i49south.org
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submission will be made to the SHPO.  Formal Section 106 consultation was
completed on September 17, 2007; documentation is included in Appendix 5-A.

7.12 Comments to SIU 1 DEIS and Public Hearing and the
Responses
In the DEIS for the combined project, Chapter 7 included the comments received
from the public and the participating agencies during the SIU 1 DEIS Comment
Period, the comments recorded at the SIU 1 Public Hearings held on November 10,
2005, in Lafourche Parish and on November 15, 2005, in St. Charles Parish, and the
responses to those comments.  In this FEIS these comments and responses regarding
the SIU 1 DEIS are included in Appendix 7-D.

7.13 Comments to the DEIS and Public Hearing for the Combined
Project and the Responses
This section presents the following:

All forty-four (44) comments or communications received from the public, elected
officials, and participating agencies both written and transcribed at the Public
Hearing;
Tables that cross-reference the comments and communications to the responses:
o Table 7-1 that cross-references the comments to responses; and
o Table 7-2 that cross-references the responses to comments; and

The responses to the comments.
In Section 7.13.1 each comment or communication is reproduced and has been
assigned a unique identification.  Assignments were made in the chronological
order of the dates on the documents and of the Public Hearing transcripts.

Many  comments  and  communications  address  only  one  topic.   In  these  cases,  the
comment or communication has the same identification, for example 1-1.  Some
comments and communications, however, contain more than one comment.  In these
cases, each individual comment is identified uniquely, for example 20-1, 20-2, and so
on.
Table 7-1, Comments to Responses, presents:

Each comment in the numeric order of its identification,
The page where the comment or question can be found in this chapter of the FEIS,
The individual or entity that submitted it,
The topic addressed,
The identification of the response, and
The page where the response can be found in this chapter of the FEIS.

In Section 7.13.2 the responses are organized into twenty (20) general topics
identified alphabetically from A through T.  To the extent possible, responses are in
the order in which the general topics are discussed in the FEIS.  The last two general
topics,  Other Topics and Clarifications and Document Errors,  respond, respectively,
to comments that are not easily categorized and to inaccuracies noted.
Some general topics contain only a single response which is identified as, for
example,  A-1.   Others  contain  several  responses  to  more  specific  comments  all
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concerned with the same general topic.  These are identified as D-1, D-2, D-3, etc. for
example

Table 7-2, Responses to Comments, lists:
Each response in the alpha-numeric order of its identification grouped within the
general topics,
The page where the response can be found in this chapter of the FEIS,
The topic addressed,
The individual or entity that submitted the comment(s) being addressed,
The identification of the comment or question to which it responds, and
The page where the comment or question can be found in this chapter of the FEIS.
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7.13.1 Comments
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7.13.2 Responses
A:  Preferred Alternative

A-1:  Supports / No Objection
These  are  comments  in  support  of  the  Preferred  Alternative,  or  statements  of  No
Comment or No Objection to the Preferred Alternative.

B:  Summary

B-1: Use of Pre-Katrina Demographics and Traffic Projections
The regional transportation model is the primary means of predicting 2030
conditions.  It has not been adjusted to reflect changes that may result from Hurricane
Katrina, many of which are highly speculative.  Changes in the cumulative impacts of
the project as a result of Katrina are likewise difficult to predict.
The Preferred Alternative is an upgrade to US 90 and is not directly related to traffic
fluctuations resulting from Hurricane Katrina.  If there is a need for additional
capacity, or other change resulting from a change in regional conditions, it would be
developed in the final design phase.

C:  Purpose and Need

C-1:  Route already selected
The US 90 corridor between I-10 in Lafayette and I-10 in New Orleans was
designated  by  the  US  Congress  as  the  route  of  I-49  South.   Alternative  alignments
studied for any section of the proposed project are, by definition, in the US 90
corridor to the extent possible given design standards and environmental legislation.
The alignment presented at the Public Hearing in March 2007 is the Preferred
Alternative.  Pending material information to the contrary, the project sponsors prefer
this alignment over the alternatives that have been identified and considered.  The
purpose of the Comment Period, including the Hearing events, is to determine if any
material information to the contrary is forthcoming.  Once all comments are
reviewed, changes may be made in the alignment prior to the selection of a Build
alternative or of the No-Build alternative.

C-2:  Purpose and Need relative to Cumulative Impacts
The  overall  theme  of  the  Economic  Development  discussion  of  Section  5.24.1.2
Cumulative  Impacts  of  the  Preferred  Alternative  is  consistent  with  the  Purpose  and
Need as it states that I-49 South will address existing and foreseeable transportation
infrastructure demand along the US 90 corridor.  That need is a function of economic
growth and development that has already happened or is in the planning pipeline.  I-
49 South does not induce or proactively cause growth.  Growth in the corridor has
and will continue to occur based on economic forces and irrespective of whether the
I-49  South  project  is  implemented.   The  I-49  South  project  is  a  reaction  to  existing
and foreseeable transportation demand and is intended to supply the infrastructure to
accommodate that demand.  To clarify, the phrase “aid and abet” in Section 5.24.2.2
of the DEIS has been changed to “induce or proactively cause”.



Chapter 7 Public Involvement and Agency Coordination

7-114             Final Environmental Impact Statement: I-49 South, Raceland to Westbank Expressway

C-3:  Recommended use of draft Comprehensive Master Plan for a Sustainable
Coast
Section 1.4.3 has been revised to acknowledge the new Master plan.

D:  Alignment Alternatives

D-1: Supports / Asks reconsideration of a Southerly Route
Southerly routes, including, for example, Alternative U, as proposed, studied,
presented, and discussed would bypass the urbanized area of Westbank St. Charles
Parish to the south and provide only one interchange in that Parish.  The interchange
would be with an extension of I-310 that, in turn, would have an interchange with US
90 at the existing termination of I-310.  To the west, the nearest interchange would be
in Lafourche Parish and, to the east, at Nicole Boulevard in Jefferson Parish.
Alternative U was studied in depth, following a request by the St. Charles Parish
Council, as the desirable example of a southerly alignment.  It was not determined to
be  one  of  the  alternatives  included  in  the  DEIS  for  SIU  1.   It  was  generated  as  an
alternative during the SIU 2 Public Information process and was eliminated from
consideration as a Build Alternative in both SIU’s because it cannot be demonstrated
to be the “least damaging, yet practicable” alternative as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act.

Section 404 requires that no discharge of dredged or fill material can be permitted if a
practicable alternative exists that is less damaging to the aquatic environment, or if
the nation's waters would be significantly degraded.  In the permit process, a project
sponsor must show that steps have been taken

to avoid wetland impacts where practicable,
to minimize potential impacts to wetlands, and
to provide compensation for any unavoidable impacts.

Table 7-3 compares Alternative U with the project alternatives, and Table 7-4
compares  the  estimated  costs  of  Alternative  U  and  the  Preferred  Alternative  in  the
same links.

It should be noted that both tables were prepared prior to the refinement of the
geometry and the revision of costs that took place following the decision to combine
the SIU’s.  The relative differences presented in these tables, however, would remain.

Table 7-3
Comparison of Wetland Impacts of Alternative U with Project Alternatives

3A/4A is the Preferred Alternative

Alternative U 3A/4A 3A/4B 3B/4A 3B/4B
Total Additional ROW (acres) 545 329 340 413 424
Wetlands per NWI, not field
verified (acres)

453 181 196 268 276

% Wetlands of Total Additional
Right-of-Way

83% 55% 58% 65% 65%
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Table 7-4
Comparison of Construction Phases and Estimated Costs

Alternative U with SIU 1 Preferred Alternative

Construction Phase Alt. U Alt. 2B/3A/4A

US 90 in Lafourche - US 90/I-310 Interchange $   378.6 million
I-49/I-310 Interchange –
US 90/US 90 Bus. Interchange

$   622.8 million

US 90 in Lafourche - US 90 in St. Charles $  260.9 million
US 90 in St. Charles - LA 3127 $  163.8 million
Realigned I-310 from I-49 - Existing I-310 $    42.2 million
LA 3127 - Willowdale Boulevard $  177.8 million
Westbound I-49 - Northbound I-310 $    13.2 million
Southbound I-310 - Eastbound I-49 $      6.1 million
Willowdale Boulevard - South Kenner $    75.0 million
South Kenner - US 90/US 90 Bus. Interchange $  235.1 million
Total $    1.011 billion $  974.1 million

Within St. Charles Parish, in Links 3 and 4, Alternative U, and any other route that
would travel south of US 90 to the east of I-310, would affect more wetland acreage
than any of the possible alternatives.  On the other hand, the combination of 3A and
4A, the Preferred Alternative in St. Charles Parish, is the least damaging to wetlands
of all the alternatives examined as shown in Table 7-3.
In  addition,  although  Alternative  U  is  within  the  cost  range  of  the  Preferred
Alternative, it can be divided into only two construction phases, not into several
relatively small, more affordable phases as shown in Table 7-4.

Therefore, to summarize, Alternative U is not the least damaging, yet practicable
alternative.

D-2:  New Alternative R
An Alternative R was initially proposed during the Comment Period for the DEIS for
SIU 1 in late 2005, but it is not identical to the Alternative R studied during the
Alternatives  Analysis  phase  of  the  EIS.   Cursory  review of  the  alignment  proposed
during that Comment Period indicated that the geometry of the curves would not meet
design standards and that additional acres of wetlands would be affected.  Sufficient
information was not provided, however, to make a comparison with other alternatives
considered.  This proposal also would cross the Willowridge Conservation Servitude
and the Davis Pond Ponding Area.

While  additional  information  has  been  provided  as  a  comment  to  the  DEIS  for  the
unified project, it remains insufficient for a thorough analysis of wetland impacts.

The issues relative to Alternative U, to Alternative R, and to any other alignment that
would meet the definition of a southerly alternative were summarized in the I-49
Environmental Statement Status Report to the St Charles Parish Council and the
Parish President on December 2, 2004.  This report is found in Appendix 7-E.  In the
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attachments of that report, one finds the minutes of the deliberations that took place at
meetings regarding the potential for a southerly alternative to be found to be the least
damaging yet practicable alternative.  Specifically, on page A-93 of the Appendix,
one  finds  the  statement  by  Dr.  James  Barlow  that  is  paraphrased  in  the  comment
received from Mr. F.  R. Stagg.  If  the quote is  read within the context of the entire
proceedings of the meeting, it is clear that Dr. Barlow is describing a theoretically
possible, but not a probable, condition.

D-3: Status of Alternative 1A
Alternative 1A, an at-grade alignment, was eliminated by the decision that was made
in the aftermath of the 2005 hurricane season to fully elevate the mainline of I-49.  It
was replaced by Alternative 1B described on page 2-2 of this FEIS and illustrated on
Plates 2 through 17 on pages 2-39 through 2-54.

D-4: Opposes US 90 deadend without connection to LA 308
In Lafourche Parish, between LA 182 and Bayou Lafourche, the existing US 90 will
provide local access to abutting properties.  From this area, LA 308 can be reached by
traveling  on  LA  182  or  on  I-49  from  the  LA  182  interchange.   As  the  I-49  project
proposes to improve and maintain the use of the existing US 90 bridge over the
bayou, the existing US 90 roadway must be terminated before it reaches the bayou
and the alignment of LA 308 along its eastern bank.  In the design year 2030, average
daily traffic on this section of US 90 is estimated to be 1,000 vehicles.

The elevated design of I-49 creates a condition that would permit the extension of this
section of US 90 to connect with LA 308 along a new alignment.  This was discussed
early in the Alternatives Analysis phase.  It was determined at that time that such a
connection does not meet the Purpose and Need of this project as it satisfies a purely
local need, and that it should be pursued as a separate project.

D-5: Opposes project if I-49 has no interchange with LA 308
LA 308 is accessible to vehicles traveling in both directions on I-49 via the existing
ramp for westbound traffic, and via a new elevated control of access U-turn ramp for
eastbound vehicles,.

D-6:  Opposes Alternative 2B
Alternative 2B was selected as the Preferred Alternative because there are:

no relocations,
no significant impacts to a protected species,
less noise impact, and
no requirements to relocate navigation channels.

Alternative 2A is not the least damaging, yet practicable alternative in Link 2.  As the
Dufrene Ponds area is private property, neither the project nor the land owner is
obliged to preserve the vista as requested by the comments.

D-7:  Connection to LA 306
2030 traffic projections show a reduction in traffic on LA 306, indicating that an
interchange with I-49 would not be necessary.  In addition, a full interchange at LA
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306 would not meet geometric design standards due to proximity to the proposed
interchange located at LA 635.  LA 635 was chosen over LA 306 because it allows
for an interchange to be much closer to US 90, thereby providing the opportunity to
route traffic from US 90 to and from I-49 for the period between construction of
Segment 5, Priority 5 from LA 635 to I-310 and construction of Segment 4, Priority
11 from Lafourche Parish west of Dufrene Ponds to LA 635.  It is estimated that this
period would last 67 months or longer.
During the Alternatives Analysis an eastbound entrance and a westbound exit were
considered at the request of the Parish, but these also would not meet design
standards as the General Considerations under Interchanges in A Policy on Geometric
Design of Highways and Streets, 2004, published by the American Association of
State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) states:

“To prevent wrong-way movements, all freeway interchanges with non-
access-controlled highways should provide ramps to serve all basic
directions.”

Comment 15-9 suggests that an extension of LA 635 from the interchange to LA 306
would accomplish the connectivity desired by the Parish.  A similar proposal utilizing
the alignment of CO2 Lane was considered during the Alternatives Analysis.  It was
determined at that time that such a connection does not meet the Purpose and Need of
this  project  as  it  satisfies  a  purely  local  need  and  that  it  should  be  pursued  as  a
separate project.  The same condition would apply to an extension of LA 635.

D-8:  Opposes Alternative 3A
Alternative 3A was selected as the Preferred Alternative because, compared to 3B:

There are fewer relocations,
There are fewer impacted acres of wetlands, and
US 90 is not realigned.

Alternative 3B is not the least damaging yet practicable alternative in Link 3.

D-9:  Opposes Alternative 4B
Alternative 4B is not under consideration.  It was eliminated before preparation of the
DEIS for the unified project because it is not fully elevated.  Before that
determination, it was not the Preferred Alternative in the SIU 1 DEIS because of local
opposition based on the need for numerous commercial relocations.

D-10:  Resolve LA 3060 in this project
During the Alternatives Analysis, consideration was given to elevating the frontage
roads  and  constructing  the  I-49  mainline  at  grade  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Willowdale
Boulevard interchange.  This concept was intended to facilitate a potential extension
of Willowdale Boulevard across I-49 to River Road that had long been planned by St.
Charles Parish as the relocation of LA 3060 from Barton Avenue.

In reviewing this concept, the USACE made the comment that this concept had a
potential adverse impact on wetlands north of US 90.  While they agreed that a
relocation of LA 3060 would be a reasonable connecting road for an interchange with
I-49, they recommended that no provision to facilitate such a connection be made
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pending the completion of a NEPA process to determine the relocated alignment of
LA 3060.  It was determined at that time that the relocation of LA 3060 does not meet
the Purpose and Need of this project as it satisfies a primarily local need and should
be pursued as a separate project.

As a consequence of these circumstances, DOTD has made two determinations:
To place the frontage roads at grade in the vicinity of Willowdale Boulevard, and
To agree in this EIS to revise the conceptual design of the Selected Alternative
resulting from this EIS to be compatible with a relocated LA 3060 provided that
a NEPA process for LA 3060 has been undertaken and completed prior to the
beginning of the design process for Segment 8 as described in Chapter 8 of this
FEIS.

D-11:  Opposes 2-lane frontage road between Davis Pond and Live Oak
Boulevard
The  Average  Daily  Traffic  on  the  frontage  road  in  this  section  of  St.  Charles  and
Jefferson Parishes in the Design Year 2030 is 479 vehicles.  Based on this projection,
a 2-lane roadway is sufficient.

I-49 is planned as twin elevated structures on either side of the existing ROW with
only narrow strips of additional ROW being acquired on each side to provide the
desirable 25 feet of ROW outside the structures to assure that nothing is constructed
that close to the highway.  The intent of this concept is to confine the mainline and
the frontage road to the existing US 90 ROW to the maximum extent possible.  This
is both because of the wetland character of the surrounding area and because on the
north  there  are  landfills  and  utility  lines  and  on  the  south  there  is  scattered
development.

Comment 1-1 submitted by Jefferson Parish opposes the 2-lane concept because of
the anticipation of urban development to the south within the Cataouatche levee
resulting in a considerable increase in trip demand.  The Parish is further concerned
that  the  design  of  the  elevated  structures  on  the  outside  of  the  ROW  will  preclude
widening the roadway.  Comment 14-2 is concerned that a future hurricane
evacuation event may be restricted by the decreased capacity as the existing roadway
is a 4-lane facility with a median.
In  response  to  Jefferson  Parish,  it  would  be  possible  to  construct  a  4-lane  roadway
with a 16 foot wide median between the proposed twin structures without expanding
the ROW beyond the area proposed in this FEIS.  At the time that final design is
initiated on this portion of I-49, traffic studies will be performed to update the 2030
Design Year Projection and determine the appropriate capacity to be constructed.  It
must be stated, however, that if a 4-lane frontage road is justified, there will be areas
of control of access wherever the structural elements of the elevated highway would
compromise sight distance requirements for entering traffic.  This, in turn, will impact
the adjacent development and the location of intersections.

In response to the concern for decreased capacity for evacuation, as the existing
roadway is US 90, a full access roadway, only 2 lanes can be used for evacuation.
With the completion of I-49, even with a 2-lane frontage road, the capacity available
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for  evacuation  would  be  5  lanes,  all  4  of  I-49  using  contraflow and  one  lane  of  the
frontage road.

D-12:  Questions additional ROW to the south when area to the north is
undeveloped between Davis Pond and Live Oak Boulevard
The design concept for this section of Link 5 is discussed in D-11 above.
Approximately 12 feet of additional ROW is proposed on each side of the existing
ROW to provide the desirable 25 feet of buffer between a structure and the nearest
development.  No highway construction is planned within this additional ROW.  If all
additional ROW were taken on one side, it would be difficult to phase construction
with 4 lanes in operation at  all  times as the existing roadway would not be near the
center of the ROW and would be encumbered by the construction activity.

D-13:  Prefers a different route between Paul Maillard and Willowdale
Comment noted.

D-14:  TSM Alternative
The TSM alternative was eliminated because:

Except for the portion of Jefferson Parish between Live Oak Boulevard and
Ames Boulevard, the corridor is not sufficiently urban, and

As the existing US 90 is at-grade, no operational improvements would enhance
its ability to provide better evacuation.

D-15:  Impact to West Regional Library
The need for additional ROW and potential reduction in parking area available at the
library  is  an  issue  to  be  discussed  between  the  Library  Board  and  the  DOTD  Real
Estate Section at the time of ROW acquisition.

E. Traffic

E-1:  Traffic on Barton Avenue
The construction of I-49 is not expected to have any substantial impact on traffic on
Barton Avenue.  This traffic is primarily local in nature and is not influenced by the
through traffic in the US 90 corridor on I-49.

F:  Geometric Design
F-1:  Impact of Control of Access on private property
In recognition of the impact of Control of Access at ramp terminals in developed
areas, DOTD has included a commitment in the FEIS to engage in a Public
Involvement process to address these impacts at the time that design is initiated as
discussed in Section 6.3.

F-2:  Separate US 90 from I-49
For the entire length of the project, there is a Control of Access roadway, I-49, and a
full access roadway running parallel to it.  The full access roadway is LA 182 from
LA 308 to the intersection with US 90.  From there to the interchange leading to the
Huey P. Long Bridge it is US 90, and from there to Ames Boulevard it is US 90
Business.
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F-3:  Reduce width of median
In rural areas the design criteria call for the width of a median to be 72 to 100 feet.
With DOTD approval, the median width could be reduced to 36 feet in restricted
areas, but there are no restricted areas in the rural portions of this project.

F-4:  Reduce size of I-310 1nterchange
Given  the  requirements  of  stopping  sight  distances,  and  the  response  to  F-6  below,
this would be a difficult task.

F-5:  Maintain existing ramps at I-310
Current design standards result from continuing research on highway safety
improvements.  As part of this project, any improvements in I-310 must follow
current standards, and the existing intersection of US 90 and LA 3127 does not meet
current standards.

F-6:  Make I-310 to I-49 and I-49 to I-310 ramps parallel
A parallel ramp connecting I-310 southbound to I-49 southbound would need to cross
above I-310 where it is at grade and above elevated I-49 where it is elevated in the
vicinity  of  the  Pit,  compared  to  the  proposed  ramp that  is  at  grade  or  elevated  only
above at-grade roadways.  Other adjustments that cannot be detailed without revising
the design would be needed to maintain the minimum distance between the exit from
I-310 to LA 3127 and the exit from I-310 to I-49 southbound.  The result would be a
higher construction cost for parallel ramps compared to the Selected Alternative.

F-7:  Inadequate weaving distance at ramp terminals
The minimum distance from an exit ramp terminal to the connecting road is set at 350
feet by AASHTO Green Book, 2004 edition, page 778.  This dimension is exceeded
at all exit ramps in the project.

F-8: Eastbound exit and westbound entrance needed west of Live Oak
Current traffic projections do not support this need.  In fact, it appears that the
intersections of the frontage roads with Live Oak and Capitol will no longer require
traffic signals after construction of I-49.  To provide these ramps, it would be
necessary to relocate the proposed diamond ramps serving the Dexter/Homeplace,
Butler, and Avondale Gardens intersections which are projected to have greater traffic
volumes.  It also would require a greater quantity of additional ROW farther west
than is currently proposed.

F-9: Interchange in Boutte
The interchange of I-49 with LA 3127 is intended to serve Boutte.  In the design year
of  2030,  average  daily  traffic  on  US  90  in  the  Boutte  /  Luling  commercial  area
between Paul Maillard and Lakewood is projected to be 9,759 vehicles with 775
vehicles at peak hour providing a Level of Service (LOS) A on US 90 at peak hour,
the  best  possible  operating  condition,  compared  to  the  current  LOS F at  peak  hour,
the worst operating condition.  In 2030, the intersections of US 90 with both Paul
Maillard and LA 3127 would have an LOS B at peak hour.  These traffic projections
indicate convenient access from Boutte to the I-49 interchange with LA 3127.
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F-10:  Asks that I-49 be Control of Access
As stated in Section 1.0 on page 1-1 and elsewhere in this FEIS and in the DEIS, I-49
from Raceland to the Westbank Expressway is planned to be Control of Access.

F-11:  Questions elevated highway if connected to at-grade sections
I-49 connects to at-grade roadways such as I-310 and US 90 to the east and the west.
Flooding  could  make  one  or  more  of  these  roadways  inaccessible.   Comment  41-5
questions the value of elevating I-49 given these conditions.
This Environmental Impact Statement concerns I-49 from Raceland to the Westbank
Expressway.  While it is deemed prudent for evacuation purposes to elevate new
interstate highways, many sections of this project are elevated to reduce natural
environmental impacts or to improve traffic operations as well as to improve
evacuation opportunities.  As resources become available, consideration can be given
to elevating other sections of the highway network constructed, or currently planned,
as at-grade facilities.

G:  Relocation
G-1:  Project Relocations
Residential and other relocations associated with the Selected Alternative will be
addressed through the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition
Policies Act (Uniform Act of 1970), as discussed in Section 5.2.2 of the DEIS, and
through DOTD’s Acquisition of Right-of-Way and Real Estate Assistance Program.
It is DOTD's objective to pay just compensation for all properties required for the
project.  Relocation resources are available without discrimination to all households
and businesses relocated.

G-2:  Honor Family Relocation
In  Boutte,  the  required  ROW affects  the  Honor  Family  that  is  comprised  of  several
related households living together on land held in common along the BNSF RR just
west of Paul Maillard Road.  Many, but not all, of their homes would be taken by the
usual process of ROW acquisition.  To mitigate the impact of dividing the
households, DOTD and FHWA have agreed to relocate the Honor Family as a group,
including those households whose homes are not in the ROW.  This action is beyond
customary FHWA or DOTD policy and is proposed in respect of the Honor Family’s
long-standing communal living arrangements.

In Comment 25-1, one household in the family has indicated that they do not wish to
be relocated with the others.  As the provision of relocating the family as a group is
an opportunity, not a requirement, this household will be able to relocate to a separate
site at the time that the ROW acquisition is undertaken.

H:  Community Impacts
H-1:  Low-Income and Minority Populations

In Boutte, the neighborhood affected by the project is bounded by the BNSF
Railroad  on  the  south,  the  Monsanto  plant  on  the  east,  and  generally  by  the
wooded area west of the Pit,  a man-made body of water,  on the west.   While the
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neighborhood extends some distance northward toward the Mississippi River
along Paul Maillard Road, the area affected is bounded to north approximately at
Ponderosa  Street.   In  addition  to  the  relocation  of  the  Honor  Family,  several
residences within another communal landholding on Pit Road would be relocated
and there would be the visual addition of the elevated roadway between the
neighborhood and the BNSF Railroad, especially as it crosses Paul Maillard Road.
Noise impacts on residences on Alexander Street  and Paul Maillard Road closest
to the ROW also are predicted.

In Mosella, the affected area includes an estimated five residences that would be
relocated from Old Spanish Trail facing the BNSF Railroad.  There also would be
visual conditions similar to those at Paul Maillard Road as the elevated roadway
crosses Old Spanish Trail and US 90, and noise impacts are predicted for the
residences closest to the ROW.

Both affected areas have predominantly minority residents.

USEPA guidance advises that, once the potential is identified in the project area for
disproportionate impacts to low income and/or minority populations, a public
outreach strategy involving consultation with elected officials and community leaders
should be initiated.  Enhanced public participation is essential in ensuring that the
affected community has been informed and provided an opportunity to voice their
concerns. Table 7-5 summarizes the efforts made in this regard.

Relative to mitigating these impacts USEPA guidance recommends:
Providing  assistance  to  the  community  to  ensure  they  receive  a  fair  share  of  the
benefits of the project,
Relocating residents,
Providing for community oversight to ensure the needs of the community are not
adversely affected,
Timing the project to have the least impact on the community, and
Addressing indirect impacts prior to project initiation.

Residents of the affected areas have been provided with information regarding
relocation programs.  During several meetings held in Boutte and Mosella, they have
been invited to indicate other aspects of the project that could lessen any burden that
they feel would be placed on them.  As mitigation, the Honor Family has been
provided  with  a  written  commitment  from  DOTD  and  FHWA  to  be  relocated  as  a
family unit, including those family members whose residences are not in the required
ROW.  Letters describing this commitment and documents providing the current
status of the issue are found in Appendix 6-A.

H-2:  Meetings canceled with potentially impacted families
Project records indicate that meetings targeting the potential relocatees and the
general public in Mosella were held on May 14 and August 2, 2005, as shown in
Table 7-5.  After the latter meeting, an appointment was made at the request of Mr.
Donnie Hills for DMJM Harris to meet with him on August 29, 2005, to visit the
potential ROW.  This did not take place due to Katrina.  There is no record of a
subsequent request.
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I:   Economic Impacts
I-1 Lowering of Property Values
Properties  adjacent  to  the  ROW,  or  close  enough  to  be  impacted  by  noise,  may
become less valuable for residential uses, but may appreciate for commercial uses,
especially if accessible from an interchange.
The I-49 corridor in general will see an increase in property values as regional and
national access is greatly improved.

I-2 Impact on US 90 Businesses
Economic impacts resulting from transportation projects typically fall into the
following categories:

distribution of development,
tax revenues,
public expenditures,
employment opportunities,
accessibility,
cost and availability of retail goods and services, and
retail sales.

It is commonly found that the only measurable impacts would be to the category of
retail sales for establishments that are dependent on traffic.  These impacts are
influenced by distance from the nearest interchange, distance between interchanges,
and ease of access.  No measurable impacts are anticipated regarding the other
categories.

J:  Vibration
J-1: Vibration during Construction and Operation
Vibration during construction is a temporary effect of some construction activities
with any resulting damage usually occurring within 25 feet of the source.  As this
distance is commonly within the ROW of a highway project, the potential for damage
is slight.  Sections 6.2.12 and 6.3 of this FEIS have been modified to address
vibration during construction.
Vibration  during  operations  is  not  expected  to  be  a  concern  as  there  is  rapid
attenuation of vibration levels that dip below the threshold of perception at
approximately 150 feet from the travel lanes

K:  Noise
K-1:  Traffic Noise
Noise levels resulting from traffic were determined in accordance with FHWA
regulations and guidance published as Section 772 of Title 23 of the Code of Federal
Regulations and with DOTD Traffic Noise Policy (2004).  There are 2,518 receptors
along the US 90 / I-49 corridor that were identified and analyzed for potential noise
impacts.  As discussed in Sections 4.4 and 5.4 of the FEIS, there was an analysis of
both feasibility and reasonableness. Table 7-6 below summarizes the findings for the
locations discussed in Comments 30-1, 33-2, 35-1, and 36-1.
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Table 7-6
Noise Study Findings Commented Upon

Site Barrier Tested Feasible Cost Reasonable
LA 1

Interchange
Comment 30-1

None / no impact
predicted

n/a n/a n/a

Cypress Drive
Comment 33-2

None / no impact
predicted

n/a n/a n/a

10 ft high and 3,000 ft
long, mounted on
elevated I-49

no n/a n/a

17 ft high and 2,300 ft
long ground mounted on
frontage road

no n/a n/a

Cypress Point
Comment 35-1

Both barriers yes $1,469,290 no
Bible Church

Comment 36-1
10 ft high and 1,000 ft
long, mounted on
elevated I-49

no n/a n/a

K-2:  LA 1 Interchange
As summarized in the Table 7-6, within the context of this project, there is no noise
impact in the vicinity of the LA 1 interchange.  Comment 30-2 indicates that at the
time the LA 1 interchange was constructed residents of South Service Road were told
that noise would be studied and corrected when the road became I-49.  At this point
in time, it is not possible to determine any noise impact that may have been projected
to result from the construction of the LA 1 interchange ramps because project records
are not maintained beyond 25 years.  The FEIS for the LA 1 interchange received a
Record of Decision on November 5, 1971, and the project was completed and closed
on May 23, 1980.

L:  Navigation
L-1:  Navigation design criteria
Section 5.5.4 Navigation has been added to the FEIS.  This section identifies existing
navigable waterways in the corridor, describes potential impacts on the waterways,
and identifies the analyses and agency coordination to be undertaken during design to
avoid or minimize adverse impacts on navigation during the construction and
operation of the project.
Section 2.3.4.4 contains a reference to Section 5.5.4.

M:  Levee Issues

M-1:  Proximity to proposed flood control structure and levee
It is the intent, as discussed in M-3 below, to maintain separate rights-of-way for I-49
and any levees to be constructed in the vicinity.  As the alignments of the structure
and the levee referenced in comment 5-1 have not been established, it will be the role
of the USACE to provide adequate separation from I-49.
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M-2:  Clearance over Levees
Section  5.9.2  has  been  revised  to  indicate  that  the  elevated  highway  design  would
provide vertical clearance of existing levees and those that have been designed and
funded prior to the final design of this project.

M-3:  I-49 should share alignment with hurricane protection levee
Early in the Alternatives Analysis phase, consideration was given by the sponsors of
this project and the USACE to a common ROW for the proposed Donaldsonville to
the Gulf levee project and I-49 South, including the potential to place the highway on
the levee.  While levee construction typically requires years to reach completion to
ensure that adequate settling occurs as each layer of material is placed, highway
construction, especially on elevated structures, is a much faster process.
Additionally, placing the highway on the levee could endanger the highway or
eliminate it as an evacuation route due to its position nearer the area of greatest risk or
through a catastrophic failure of the levee.

Due to these considerations, the concept of a joint ROW was eliminated.

M-4: Prefers levees to highways
Comment noted.

M-5: Levees should precede highways
Comment noted.

N:  Coastal Areas

N-1:  Coastal Forest Protection
The Alternatives Analysis to determine an alignment of the Preferred Alternative
focused on avoiding or minimizing impacts to wetlands.  The wetland analysis in this
FEIS identifies the unavoidable impacts, including those to wetland forests.
Consistent  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Governor’s  Advisory  Panel  on  Coastal
Forests and Use and with the Clean Water Act and other state and federal regulatory
requirements, further examination of measures to avoid or minimize impacts will be
performed during final design and permitting phases of the project.  Remaining
unavoidable impacts will require mitigation in accord with USACE regulations.  It is
anticipated currently that forested impacts would be mitigated through the purchase
of credits in a bank in the project watershed.

O:  Cultural Resources
O-1: Site numbers for new sites
The official site numbers for new archaeological sites Canal 22 and 4A-1 are 16SC81
and 16SC82 respectively.  Section 4.13 of this FEIS will include this information.
O-2:  Additional Discussion of Site 16SC70
Additional discussion of Site 16SC70 has been inserted as the second paragraph in
Section 5.12.2 of this FEIS.
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P:  Construction
P-1:  Construction method
The  impact  calculations  presented  in  the  FEIS  assume  traditional  construction
methods.  The appropriateness of various construction methods will be evaluated
during project design and permitting phases to avoid or further minimize impacts.

Q:  Project Costs

Q-1:  Revise document to eliminate any inconsistencies in the reporting of costs
The FEIS has been revised to correct the estimate in Year of Expenditure dollars in
Section 5.20.2.

R:  Wetlands and Water Management

R-1: Lack of specific mitigation for fresh marsh
Section 6.2.4 has been augmented with a greater discussion of compensatory
mitigation.   This  section  acknowledges  the  need  to  develop  a  mitigation  plan  that
includes in-kind mitigation to the extent practicable for unavoidable impacts on all
wetland types including freshwater marsh.

R-2:  Louisiana Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (LPDES)
Sections 6.1 and 6.1.3 and Table 6-1 of this FEIS have been modified to address
concerns relative to the LPDES in addition to Storm Water General Permits.

R-3: Storm Water General Permit
Sections 6.1 and 6.1.3 and Table 6-1 of this FEIS address the requirements for a
Storm Water General Permit relative to this project.

R-4: Control Non-point Source Pollution
Sections 6.2.12 and 6.3 of this FEIS have been modified to address the control of
non-point source pollution during construction.

R-5: USACE Permit Requirements and Water Quality Certification
The relationship  of  the  permit  requirements  of  USACE and LDEQ are  discussed  in
Section 6.1.2 of this FEIS.

R-6:  Precautions to Protect Groundwater
The potential impact to groundwater is discussed in Section 5.5.2.2 of this FEIS and
Sections 6.2.12 and 6.3 of this FEIS have been modified to address the protection of
groundwater.

R-7:  Mitigation Options not included in DEIS
A mitigation plan will be prepared during design that examines mitigation needs and
the full range of mitigation options. See also Response R-1.

R-8:  Mitigation Ratio
This will be determined during the permit process.
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R-9:  Damage to wetlands by existing highways
There is no readily available source of data covering the damage to wetlands resulting
from construction of specific roadway projects from which an answer to the question
can  be  obtained.   In  relation  to  the  alignment  of  I-49,  or  any  other  roadway  being
studied, the goal is to find the least damaging yet practicable alternative to meet the
Purpose and Need of the roadway being studied.  Because of the lack of source data,
no attempt has been made to quantitatively assess damage to wetlands in the context
of what may have been the least damaging yet practicable alignment for some other
Purpose and Need, but would be excessive for the one under study.

S:  Other Issues

S-1:  Boat launch at Bayou Des Allemands
Creation  of  a  boat  launch  on  Bayou Des  Allemands  with  direct  access  from I-49  is
outside the scope of the project.

S-2:  Make ROW available for recreation
Current procedures make this possible through the Joint Use program following
construction.

S-3:  Hazardous Spills
The probability of hazardous spills, similar to the probability of all types of accidents,
is reduced in the build condition compared with current conditions because
statistically Control of Access highways are safer than full access roadways.

S-4:  Accidents
See Response S-3.

S-5:  Property Use
One function of the EIS is to disclose to interested parties the probable impacts of the
project.  If the proposed additional ROW does not call for acquisition of property
owned by the church, no constraints on the use of the property should be anticipated.

S-6:  Crime
Comment noted

S-7:  Induced development
Section 5.24.2.2 presents the induced and secondary impacts analysis.  In furtherance
of the economic development discussion in that section, I-49 may attract commercial
development at proposed interchanges, but these interchanges are located along US
90 where development has already occurred.  The Control of Access characteristic of
an interstate highway precludes development other than at interchanges.

T:  Clarifications and Document Errors
T-1:  Hubcap City Avenue improperly located
This has been corrected on Plate 66 of this FEIS.
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T-2:  Difficulty to locate SIU 2 maps on website
It  is  believed  that  this  condition  arose  from  the  commenter  being  unaware  that  the
SIU’s had been combined at the time the maps of SIU 2 were sought.  An explanatory
e-mail was sent in response that is assumed to have resolved the problem as no
further communications were received in this regard.

T-3:  Correct error on page S-12 of DEIS
This correction has been incorporated into this FEIS.

T-4:  Correct typo on page 1-10 of DEIS
This correction has been incorporated into this FEIS.

T-5:  Revise “most practicable” to read “yet practicable”
This revision has been incorporated throughout this FEIS.

T-6:  Matrix of Alternatives needed
Appendix 2-C of the DEIS contained the matrix of alternatives for SIU 1. Appendix
2-C of this FEIS also includes the matrix of alternatives from the unpublished DEIS
for SIU 2. .

T-7:  Correct NAAQS table on page 4-22 of DEIS
This correction has been incorporated into this FEIS.


